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Summary of the Office Action 

1. The previous rejection of claims 18, 20 to 37 and 60 to 65 under 35 U.S.C. 112 (first 
paragraph) as allegedly being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which the Applicants regard as the invention has been withdrawn. 

2. The previous rejection of claims 18, 20 to 22, 36 and 60 to 61 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
allegedly being anticipated by Lofts et al. (1993) Oncogene 8, 2813-2820 has been withdrawn. 

3. The previous rejection of claims 18, 20 to 24, 26, 28, 29, 36, 37, 60 and 61 under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e) as allegedly being anticipated by Murphy et al. (1996) U.S. Patent 5,508,384 has been withdrawn. 

4. Claims 67 to 78 and 81 to 86 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 (first paragraph) as allegedly 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. 

5. Claim 80 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 (first paragraph) as allegedly failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. 

6. Claim 79 was objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim but would be 
allowable if written in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 

Response to the Office Action 

The Office Action dated May 6, 2004 has been carefully reviewed and the following amendments 
and comments are made in response. In view of the above amendments and following remarks, 
Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and reexamination of this application and the timely 
allowance of the pending claims. Applicants appreciate the assistance of the Examiner in a telephone 
conference on November 2, 2004 in discussing the statement in the previous Office Action related to the 
allowable subject matter in claim 79. Applicants acknowledge the statement by the Examiner in this 
telephone conference that claims 67 and 68 would be allowable if they incorporated the subject matter of 
dependent claim 79. Relying on this statement, Applicants have amended claims 67 and 68 to incorporate 
the subject matter of claim 79 and therefore submit that the claim rejections are moot. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112 (first paragraph) 

Claims 67 to 78 and 81 to 86 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 (first paragraph) as allegedly 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. Without acquiescing to the merits of the 
rejection, Applicants have amended claims 67 and 68 such that they incorporate all of the limitations of 
claim 79, this latter dependent claim being indicated by the Examiner as being allowable if written in 
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independent form. 

Claim 80 was also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 (first paragraph) as allegedly failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. Without acquiescing to the merits of the rejection, this claim 
has been amended to remove the typographical error which resulted in the rejection. In view of the above 
amendments and remarks, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of these rejections. 



Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the subject application in view of the substitute 
claims and the above remarks. It is respectfully submitted that this application is now in condition for 
allowance. Should the Examiner believe it to be useful, an interview with the Examiner is respectfully 
requested in order to discuss the foregoing claims. 

Except for issue fees payable under 37 C.F.R. 1.18, the Commissioner is hereby authorized by 
this paper to charge any additional fees during the entire pendency of this application, including fees due 
under 37 C.F.R. 1.16 and 1.17 which may be required, including any required extension of time fees, or 
credit any overpayment to Deposit Account 50-03 10. This paragraph is intended to be a constructive 
petition for extension of time in accordance with 37 C.F.R. 1.136(a)(3). 



Conclusion 
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